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URGENT
ONE OF THE MOST SIGNIFICANT

DEVELOPMENTS PROPOSED FOR HISTORIC
DOWNTOWN.

The City Council will be hearing a proposal next week for a new 3-Story
(37,171 SF) Commercial Building for Historic Downtown Louisville.  

YOUR INPUT NEEDED!
This is a resend of the prior email with the correct flyer attached.  Sorry for the second
email.  

The Louisville City Council will consider a development proposal for a new 3-story in
historical downtown Louisville on Tuesday, March 20.  YOUR COMMENTS ARE
IMPORTANT!  ATTEND THE MEETING OR EMAIL THE ENTIRE CITY COUNCIL to give
your opinion on how this development will fit the downtown area.  A flyer with more
information below.  

To download flyer (correct flyer):   Flyer Terraces On Main 

Also the following are useful links:

Email the City Council:  CityCouncil@LouisvilleCO.gov

See the full development proposal:  CLICK HERE

The Public hearing is schedule for 7:00 PM Tuesday, March 20th
in City Hall.
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The work on historic 
constructions is about respecting the past while providing a worthy legacy for the future.”



The work on historic constructions is 
about respecting the past while providing a worthy legacy for the future.”
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I am writing in regard to the proposed Boulder Creek Neighborhoods on Main St. As a member of the DBA and devoted resident 
of Historic Downtown Louisville, I am in full support of the proposal. A failure to foster growth, innovation, and job creation in our 
community would be a huge detriment to all Louisville citizens. The Planning Commission has a duty to uphold the best interests
of the community, and there is no doubt that halting business development and progress in Historic Downtown is in direct 
opposition to this charter.

Surrounding cities such as Lafayette, Erie, and Longmont are competing to attract businesses, citizens, and a prized reputation.
In many instances, such as Retail, these communities have began to outcompete Louisville. If this continues, Louisville’s 
reputation, vibrancy, and character are at stake.

I am 28 years old and have owned property in Old Town for 2 years. I intend to be here for many more decades, and have faith 
that the unique buzz of our community will only grow over time. However, the prejudice against change and progress must stop. 
I urge you to make the right decision and support, not only the Boulder Creek neighborhoods PUD proposal, but all future 
commerce and development in Old Town.





Scale it down! Geez! What is with the commission? The fact that the design is this far 
along tells me the writing's on the wall and it's a done deal. It's completely ridiculous 
that it's even gotten this far.  

How about you say no and don't suck up to whomever is trying to persuade you to say 
yes to this deal. Just say no!  

We have got to stop trying to make Louisville like every other town. Louisville is losing 
its charm due to construction ideas/projects like this that don't even begin to fit our 
homey downtown image. Delo's "Monopoly-like" homes detract even further. Don't blast 
me with a NIMBY response; that's not what this is about. I'm all for growth when it's 
planned well and fits with the character of the town and this project does NOT fit with 
Louisville's character, IMHO. If we say yes to this design, it'll be a snowball effect.  

Please say no. Do not succumb to peer pressure; we do not need a building of this 
height in downtown. Please think this through and say no to this ridiculous project. 

Thank you.

Jules Marie





I am in support of the proposed building by Boulder Creek Neighborhoods. The 3rd story 
setback keeps the old feel, and if their parking is as promised, will not adversely affect 
the neighborhood too much. Yes, there will be a bit more traffic. I do believe the 
employees will shop/eat/be a benefit. As a person who goes to downtown Louisville 
frequently, I agree with all the bullet points below: 







Michael B. Menaker 
1827 W. Choke Cherry Drive 
Louisville, Colorado 80027 

303.665.9811



























SERVICE          ADVICE          SIMPLICITY

www.trailheadwm.com
Map and Directions
801 Main St., Ste 300
Louisville, CO 80027
Phone: 720-625-3300, Fax: 720-625-3349
 
Please look to our website for up to date stock quotes: 
http://www.trailheadwm.com/marketwatch.cfm
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Marion Antonellis, Broker Associate

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help protect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.

Right-click here to download pictures.  To help p ro tect your privacy, Outlook prevented automatic download of this picture from the Internet.
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DNS Error: 9080601 DNS type 'mx' lookup of louisville.gov responded with code NXDOMAIN 
Domain name not found: louisville.gov
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The proposed "Terraces on Main" is NOT compatible with the location in scale or mass! It exceeds the
appropriate building height and DETRACTS from downtown's historic character. Please do not give allowances
for this project. We enjoy going to the Huckleberry and will NOT go downtown if this project is given
approval. Our quality of life has been harmed by the alarming rate of development. Please STOP!
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Dear Louisville City Council

Please do not approve the proposed 3 story “terrace” structure on Main Street. We’ve reviewed the information and
the proposal does not fit downtown Louisville nor appear to remotely meet city code requirements. We’re so very sorry
to see a proposal like this even moving forward to city council. Aren’t these obviously incongruent proposals supposed
to be stopped at the Planning Dept or in Planning Board meetings? We need to pick up our game. Louisville is such a
special place. Have city council members seen bumper stickers in Lafayette saying “Don’t Louisville our Lafayette” or
something to that effect? Point is development is inevitable but let’s be collaborative and community minded about it.
Let’s keep Louisville special.
Thank you for your hard work and considering our comments.
James and Danielle Butler
Louisville CO resident.

Sent from my iPhone
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Hello
Please convey my thoughts to the city council.
The proposed new 3 storey building on main street seems clearly incongruous with the feel of downtown Louisville.
Significantly larger than surrounding buildings, it would break the architectural harmony of the town center and
potentially serve as a wedge for future, similar developments.
Should the project go ahead it should do so on the basis of “net zero” parking costs to Louisville, either through a
requirement for the developer to build adequate parking or to annually indemnify the city for any costs associated with
this parking impact.
Thank you

=======

This E mail contains legally privileged and confidential information intended only for the individual or entity named in
the message. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, or the agent responsible to deliver it to the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any review, dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is prohibited. If this communication was received in error, please notify us by reply E mail and delete the
original message.

===========================
Dr. Brian A. Catlos
890 S. Palisade Ct.
Louisville CO
80027 USA

tel.: 303 926 4359
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This 3 story structure would significantly change the feel, appearance, and appeal of old downtown Louisville. The
small town ambiance is hard to find and is to be treasured. With larger and more commercialized areas like Boulder and
Denver so close, we need to preserve our unique setting. It would also defeat the purpose of taxes paid to maintain the
historic nature of our town.
Sincerely, Mailand Edlin
766 West Fir Court
Louisville, CO 80027

Sent from my iPhone
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In my opinion, this proposed building is too tall and out of scale with the other buildings. Please vote “no” on this
proposed plan. Thank you.
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I don't think the building fits the old charm feel of downtown Louisville.There is already a parking problem and many
Customers avoid the area already A building like this should go down on 42 or out on McCaslin Thanks for listening Ann
Ford

Sent from my iPhone
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To Whom It May Concern:

The small town Louisville feel should NOT be ruined by a three story building. Please keep our great town great!

Richard and Valerie Foster
234 Jackson Circle
Louisville CO 80027



1



1

Louisville City Council Members

I am writing regarding the Terraces on Main project. I plan on being at the meeting on Tuesday because the success of
this project is very important to the success of my business.

I have spoken to many of my friends and neighbors who are busy, active parents who love and utilize our downtown
area. They are all very excited about the prospect of a new building providing retail, restaurant, and new parking to
downtown. When I ask them if they can come to support the project, the overwhelming answer is “I would like to but I
am busy”. Not many of them understand the threat that the members of the CAC pose to this project. The CAC
members have made it their mission to disrupt anything progressive or positive in this community. I am making my
voice heard because my business, and income depend on a Louisville that thrives instead of one that stays dormant.

I obviously am in favor of this project. I agree with the vision and the philosophy that Boulder Creek Builders, and David
Sinkey have presented with this project. I believe that if we don’t keep moving forward with the times, that our town
will not sustain itself. I am not looking for quantity of growth, but quality. I believe that it is imperative that we have
more retail in downtown, more walking traffic, more small businesses that are successful and thriving, instead of fighting
and struggling month to month to keep their doors open. I know it is of the perception that downtown business are
doing well, and that “everything is fine”. I am here to tell you that without more growth and retail in historic downtown,
my business will not last as long as the four years I have left on my lease.

The Terraces on Main project helps me achieve my business goals. Currently, Boulder creek builders takes up 4 first floor
downtown prime spaces that could turn over to be retail or restaurant spaces. I am strongly in favor of this. I am all for
getting office (accounting, law firms, mortgage companies, architecture firms, building companies) and service industry
(therapists, wellness, massage) on the second floor.

The CAC is arguing right now that the parking spaces that will be added are in deficits of what will support the building. I
have done the math and spoken to the project managers for the Terraces on Main and know that this is not an accurate
statement. Please allow me to be clear, I have never had a customer call me, or mention in my store that parking was
difficult for them (with the exception of Street Faire). By adding parking spaces underneath the ToM project, those cars
(that will now park there) are going to be taken off the street parking, freeing up even more parking for my customers,
and the future customers that will be utilizing the new retail spaces.

I applaud the job that BCB did on this project, and commend them for adding the parking element. They are spending
money to invest in our town when the City itself wouldn’t do so. I urge City Council to pass this project and invest in
Historic Downtown Louisville.

Best,
Tracy Hobbs
Owner Eleanor and Hobbs 901 Front Street #100 Historic Downtown Louisville Colorado 80027

Chris, Jack and Ben Hobbs
2157 Wagon Way, Louisville CO 80027
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Dear Mayor Muckle and members of Council, I request that you deny Resolution No. 17, regarding the project
to redevelop 712 & 722 Main St. While the existing buildings at those addresses are not architecturally or
historically significant, the proposed replacement would be very detrimental to the character of our historic
downtown. The mass, scale and bulk of the proposed new buildings would tower over the historic structures
on either side and destroy the character of the block, and the design shows little respect for the historic
nature of our downtown. The intersection of Pine & Main is probably the most significant intersection
downtown, and these new structures would loom over it and have a severe visual detrimental effect.

Many Louisville citizens and business owners have struggled for years to help maintain the historic character
of the downtown area, which is widely recognized and acclaimed. Only a few months ago, the voters in
Louisville extended the Historic Preservation Tax by a wide majority, again illustrating the importance to the
populace of our historic character. Our historic downtown is important both economically and for the quality
of life of our citizens. Approval of this project would disregard our citizens' desires, and a set a precedent for
future inappropriate development on Main Street. People visit our downtown to enjoy the historic ambiance,
and if Main Street filled with the soulless, boxlike structures that have been inflicted on much of downtown
Boulder along Canyon and Walnut, Louisville's unique downtown character and its draw will be lost.

Thank you for your careful consideration of this important issue.

Mike Koertje
887 Welsh Ct.
Louisville, CO
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City Council:

I read a flyer from the citizens' action council about the development you are considering on main street.

This e mail is to express my concern about the parking shortfall described in the flyer. The CAC asks "who should absorb
the $1.75 million needed for parking?" I think the developer should pay to provide parking or reduce the parking impact
of the project.

Can the city require a developer to provide ecopasses, carpool incentives, or electric car/bike charging? I would love to
see the vision for our downtown move in the direction of becoming more pedestrian and bicycle friendly, not less. If this
means scaling back the size of this project, I would be in favor of that.

Thanks,
Tamar

691 West street.

Thanks to the CAC for bringing this to my attention!
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Hello,

I am writing in support of agenda items A, B and C on the March, 2018 agenda.

Terraces on Main is a great reuse of the outdated structures at 712 and 722 Main Street. The return of the ground floor
to retail use and the additional parking are very positive for the downtown environment. The third floor seems far
enough from Main Street to be unobtrusive and will provide excellent office space for years to come.

Clementine Commons appears to be a good use of the land on East Street. I do have a concern about the increased
traffic on East Street, which is not very wide, and also at the intersection at Pine Street and East Street. Perhaps the city
can find a way to keep that intersection moving more freely in the future.

The GAIA rezoning seems more like a technical fix than a controversial Special Review Use, but also shows that the city is
supportive of local business.

Thank you,

Michael Kranzdorf
Amterre Property Group LLC
1100 1140 Pine Street
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Dear Louisville City Council,

I have lived in downtown Louisville with my family for 13 years. I have also owned a retail store on Main St called Bella
Frida. I would like to share that in my opinion the 3rd story of the proposed building should NOT be approved. My
reasoning is both the shortfall of parking it creates as well as the aesthetics of a 3 story building. When I had my
business on Main St., parking was already an issue in downtown Louisville that many customers complained about.
Adding a building that creates a shortfall of 70 spaces is ridiculous and clearly not in the best interest of the customers
who wish to frequent the downtown area. I also feel that the aesthetics of a 3 story building does not fit in with the
character of downtown. 908 Main sticks out like a sore thumb and I hope the city won’t make the same mistake again by
approving such a tall building. The design of the newly proposed building does help with the 3rd story setback but it
ultimately is a 3rd story. I feel strongly that we need to keep downtown to a 2nd story limit or we are at great risk of
losing the character of this charming town.

Thank you,
Laura Lambrecht
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Attached find my comments on the Terrace on Main PUD.

John Leary



MEMORANDUM 
 

DATE:  March 17, 2015 
 
TO:  Louisville City Council 
 
FROM:  John Leary 
 
SUBJECT:  Terrace on Main (T on M) PUD 
 
Introduction 
 
I start with the following "givens." 
 
1.  The Design Handbook for Downtown Louisville, Colorado (Handbook) 
identifies mass and scale as "among the greatest influences for 
compatible construction in the community." 
 
2.  The City Council has the authority, by the Louisville Municipal Code 
(LMC), to set height requirements for any building in the Core Area. 
 
3.  The Downtown Louisville Framework Plan (Framework Plan), which is 
part of the Comprehensive Plan, establishes Goals and Policies for 
Downtown parking. 
 
4.  The City Council has the authority, by the LMC, to raise or lower 
parking requirements for Downtown parking. 
 
Terrace on Main (T on M) Mass, Scale and Design Issues 
 
The Handbook Policy on mass and scale states - "The height, width and 
depth of a new building should be compatible with existing buildings in 
the area and especially with those structures that are immediately 
adjacent to a project." (Emphasis added) The T on M would dwarf the 
buildings adjacent to it.  Their parapets are 16 and 17 feet tall against 42 
and 43 for the T on M third floor.  The impact of the mass and scale of 
this building is further exacerbated by its overshadowing of the two 
buildings north and south (the Huckleberry is made up of two 
buildings) of the adjacent buildings.  They have 17 and 21 feet parapets.  



This minimal height of adjacent buildings means the T on M second and 
third stories would be visible from numerous viewpoints and angles in 
the Downtown area. 
 
This requirement is delineated in Standard G20 that states "New 
construction should appear similar in mass and scale to structures 
found traditionally in the area."  
 
This policy and standard inform the following LMC PUD criterion. 
 
Sec.17.28.120.1.  "An appropriate relationship to the surrounding area."  
 
As illustrated above, "appropriate" is largely defined by its compatibility 
with adjacent structures.  This criterion is not met.  (Staff's conclusion 
that this criterion is met is because the building is a three-story building 
and three-story buildings are allowed in the Downtown area ignores the 
basic premises for having a Handbook.  If simply meeting zoning 
requirements were all it took to be "appropriate," the Handbook would 
not need to exist. 
 
The argument that adding a three-story building is consistent with the 
desire to have a mixture of heights in the downtown area is also without 
merit.  The Framework Plan and the Handbook are very clear that three-
story buildings are to be considered the exception.  Furthermore, we 
need to be careful not equate the concepts of building heights and the 
number of stories.  The Handbook shows examples of one-story 
buildings having different heights, and this distinction between stories 
and height is also illustrated by the fact the facade of the 3 story 
Mercantile building is the same height as the second story of the 
proposed T on M. 
 
The T on M also has a major design flaw that puts it in violation of the 
following standard/guideline.   
 
 G34  "The ratio of windows to wall surface should be similar to that 
seen traditionally.  1) Large surfaces of glass are inappropriate on 
residential structures and on the upper floors of commercial buildings."   
 



The south 1/2 of the building has 2nd and 3rd story windows that are 
nowhere similar to "that seen traditionally."  (Staff justifies the windows 
citing a subsequent requirement dealing with solid-to-void ratio that it 
meets.  However, the requirements are not mutually exclusive.  The 
windows can be non-traditional, have large surfaces of glass, and still 
meet the solid-to-void ratio.  It's a simple matter of configuration.  
Simply put, the glass on the second and third story of the building 
dominates and is not at all traditional to the Downtown area. 
 
Parking 
 
After reviewing the Framework Plan I have concluded we have failed to 
effectively implement its vision for Downtown Louisville.  Nowhere is 
this more obvious than in dealing with the parking issue and the T on M 
proposal serves to grossly aggravate this failure.  In our efforts to 
facilitate the adaptive reuse of buildings in the Downtown we have 
established parking standards that have no relationship to parking 
demand. This means we have a passive approach towards parking 
requirements putting us in an "eternal" catch up game. 
 
To illustrate the folly of this approach, lets look at the urban renewal 
authority's approach to addressing the parking problem. They have 
approved RFP to get bids on building a parking structure in the 
Downtown area.  One of the goals for the structure is to facilitate 
160,000 square feet of redevelopment. The RFP calls for evaluation of a 
225 - 250 space structure and uses the Downtown parking standards as 
a measure of demand. (Using this standard the projected demand at 320 
spaces).  Again, the standards are not a measure of demand.  The 
demand could easily be 2 to 3 times the standard, i.e., in the 600 - 900 
space range.  This is not planning, it is craziness. 
 
The T on M proposal forces this issue.  According to staff, the standards 
require the development to have 31 spaces.  Currently on the sight there 
are 18 parking spaces, plus a loading dock area that parks two cars.  The 
applicant is providing 32 spaces for a gain of 12 spaces.  If applied to 
this area, the Commercial Development Designs Standards and 
Guidelines (CDDSG's), designed to project demand, would require the T 
on M to have around 105 spaces. (There may be some reason to adjust 
these numbers, but they are not going to significantly change). 



 
This 70 plus shortfall is not in compliance with the policies and 
recommendations of the Framework Plan.  Here are a few of the policies 
in the Framework Plan (page 23) that apply to the T on M project.  
 
"Parking demand should be one of the determinates for establishing 
development policies." 
 
"Employers should be responsible for providing employee parking." 
 
"A plan for coordinated off-site parking should be subject to the planned 
unit development, special review use or other applicable public 
development review process." 
 
As you know, by state statute, Comprehensive Plans are not regulatory 
documents.  However, the LMC requires PUD’s to be consistent with the 
Comprehensive Plan.  Additionally, you have the authority to establish 
parking requirements higher or lower than what is required by 
standards. 
 
There is also the issue of who pays.  There is no significant public 
benefit in having large office buildings in Downtown Louisville and 
there is no reason for taxpayers subsidizes the parking needs of a large 
office building in Downtown Louisville.  We have an office park in the 
Centennial Valley for this purpose. 
 
Summary 
 
The requirement for a development to have an "appropriate" 
relationship to an area is a threshold issue for approving a PUD.  The T 
on M does not come close to meeting this criterion.  Therefore, game 
over.   
 
That being said the project design is also not consistent with style 
"traditionally" found in Downtown Louisville; and, the parking shortfall 
created by this project would place an undue burden on the citizens of 
Louisville. 
 
Time to get my game face on for St Patrick's Day celebrating. 
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Mr. Leary

Sam Light and I have discussed and I understand it is okay to read e mails as long as they get included in the
record. I will change my standard e mail to avoid the misunderstanding it may have caused. The primary intent
of my standard e mail is to just let the sender know that I can’t discuss the matter outside the hearing and
that the e mail is being passed on to staff to include in the hearing record. More generally, Sam advises that
staff will be posting a supplemental packet with communications received after the packet was released.

Thank you.
Jay Keany
Councilman Ward 1
City of Louisville
720 280 4805

Sign up for the City's email lists and be informed. Use this link to see how:
http://www.louisvilleco.gov/residents/enotification

From: Jay Keany
Sent: Monday, March 19, 2018 7:38 AM
To: John Leary
Cc: City Council; Rob Zuccaro; Sam Light; Meredyth Muth; Heather Balser
Subject: Re: Fwd: Terrace on Main PUD Comments
Mr. Leary,

Thank you for your email. I appreciate your request for clarification. If I've misinterpreted the law, I would
certainly like to know.

Jay Keany
Ward 1 Council Person
720 280 4805

On Mar 19, 2018 7:33 AM, John Leary wrote:
Members of the City Council,

The forwarded email either reflects a change in the Council’s decades long practice for dealing with written
comments for quasi judicial hearings, or it reflects the a decision by a single Council member to not abide by
these procedures. In any case it is a major issue.
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Simply put, the current procedure is for written communications received after the agenda and packet for a
meeting have been published, to be read by Council and put into the public record of the meeting. The key is
making these communications part of the record of decision. As recently as your last study session you
indirectly reaffirmed this procedure by discussing the possibility setting a deadline for receiving written
comments. (Having a deadline would only make sense if the packet is made public earlier than the Friday
before your Council meeting).

Now the suggestion is, that for legal reasons, you cannot read these comments until after they have been put
into the public record. This new approach would mean, especially when you receive large numbers of
comments, you would either have to set time aside for the Council to read all of these comments or continue
your hearing until another date to give members an opportunity to read and contemplate the comments.
Another option would be to waive the 3 minute rule and allow the public to read their written comments into
the public record.

I could go on and on about options to deal with this issue, but it would be senseless, as I think we all know
Council members Keany’s position is a simple misunderstanding of the role a public record has in your decision
process.

Council member Keany’s email to citizens has, as you can imagine, has confused and frustrated members of
the public. The matter needs to be cleaned up immediately, it has both procedural and legal implications.
Members of the Council, who have not considered all of the evidence before the Council, should be allowed to
participate in deliberations or vote on the matter before you.

Thanks,

John Leary

Begin forwarded message:

From: Jay Keany <jayk@louisvilleco.gov>
Subject: Re: Terrace on Main PUD Comments
Date: March 18, 2018 at 6:46:35 AM MDT
To: John Leary <johntleary@comcast.net>
Cc: Rob Zuccaro <rzuccaro@louisvilleco.gov>, Meredyth Muth <meredythm@louisvilleco.gov>

Thank you for your email, which I have not read. This is a quasi judicial hearing, and the council is only allowed
to consider evidence presented in the hearing, and/or a part of the official meeting packet. I am cc'ing the
planning department and city clerk, so your email may be considered as a part of the public hearing.

Jay Keany
Ward 1 Council Person
720 280 4805

On Mar 17, 2018 2:24 PM, John Leary <johntleary@comcast.net> wrote:
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Attached find my comments on the Terrace on Main PUD.

John Leary
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Louisville, At Home in a Small Town". 
Money Magazine Louisville, Best Place to Live in America

Money Magazine



2



3



1

I am apposed to this monstrosity.
Holly Leroux
753 W Birch Ct Louisville co 80027

Sent from my iPhone
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I just read through the flyer concerning the proposed 3 story building. When I first read about this I thought I understood
it would blend into Main Street. It will only blend in when you demolish all the rest of downtown and rebuild for a brand
new look. Much like the residential areas of Old Town Louisville. I don’t like the “look” of the new building. Maybe
without the 3rd floor and some true historic details. I’m sure the Historical Society and the Library have information. And
then there’s the parking issue. People dislike our wonderful Street Faire, due in large part to parking. These same people
dislike noise of any kind as well. Please really think through what it is you’re approving
Sincerely Karen Lian of Old Town
Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Good Afternoon,

I have reviewed the plans for the proposed building on main street and wanted to submit my comments. Looking at the
architectural drawings online I believe the building will be a great addition to main street. It is much more aesthetically
pleasing than the current building and the unique use of staggered second and third stories maintains the basic height
on the main street side while allowing for a multi use building.

I think is important to keep downtown vital and create spaces for new businesses in Louisville as many main street areas
around the country are suffering as they try to compete with more “convenient” shopping centers and shopping malls.
This proposed building will allow the current business to remain & expand (supplying workers to patronize downtown
businesses) while switching the main street frontage to retail & restaurant space that will hopefully bring great new
businesses to downtown.

Our family lives walking distance to downtown and try to patronize local businesses as much as possible and we usually
bike or walk but when we do drive we never have trouble finding parking. I have heard concerns that this will cause
parking problems but it seems to me that the businesses in the building are staggered between day & night and so won’t
use much more of the downtown areas parking which seems quite plentiful.

Thank you for accepting my comments & thank you for your hard work representing our city.

Hilary Raftovich
1460 Wilson Place
Louisville, CO 80027
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Lynn R. Tidd, MSC, MFCT

Registered Psychotherapist

Relationships, Families, Individuals, Child & Adolescent Therapy
720-238-1645
lynntidd55@gmail.com

"Maybe this was meant to happen, this discovery of cracks where now a different, new light can shine through."  Nima 
Lane

  RECONNECT   
 REAFFIRM
REALIZE
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Hi.
Just writing a comment on new potential construction between huckleberry and book cellar.
This new building will NOT fit the area.
It will NOT fit height, or size of the buildings adjacent or close to the building. If there was no 3rd story, and 2 nd story
was set back, that would be more appropriate to scale.
Also, Parking will not be improved, since staff working in the building will be occupying many of the spaces.
As a long term resident I beseech you to NOT allow this structure to tarnish our beautiful Main Street.
Thanks

Sent from my iPad
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Dear Council Members: 

I am writing to voice absolute opposition to the proposed three-story building on Main Street. 

The design's overall character does not fit the historic area because it is the contemporary urban look you 
would find in hundreds of other new developments in larger cities, including parts of Boulder. It would 
push downtown into a less special, unmemorable direction. The large amount of glass and rectangular 
repetition have no relationship to the area. This new urban design simply is out of character. 

Secondly, the height has no relationship to the small buildings on either side of it. Terraces only help if 
you stand immediately in front of the building. If you are down the block, you see it is plainly out of scale. 
The three-story terrace at 908 Main does not fit here either and should not be a precedent. The downtown 
absorbed one of these mistakes but another will be too much for the historic character. It will be like all 
the apartment buildings that broke up and ruined Capitol Hill in Denver--a well known failure of city 
planners. Don't join them! 

The third floor here serves the owner's purpose of an office view while permanently marring everyone 
else's sense of place. The development should be limited to two-stories with a design that takes 
architectural cues from its surroundings--the fact that it doesn't already is quite offensive. 

Robert Tully 
Artist, 25-year resident 
733 McKinley Ave. 
Louisville CO 80027  
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